BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation
Against:

STEPHEN PROFFITT, M.D.
Certificate # A-22252

File No: 04-92-21007

Respondent,

Tttt Nt v vttt St e

DECISION AND ORDER .

The attached Stipulation in Settlement and Decision is hiereby adopted by the Division
of Medical Quality of the Medical Board of California, Department of Consumer Affairs,
State of California, as its Decision in the above-entitled matter.

This Decision shall become effective on __ June 15, 1997

DATED May 16, 1997

DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA

%LNLCL-E- /’( o

Anabel Anderson Imbert, M.D.,
Chair, Panel B '
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DANIEL E. LUNGREN, Attorney General
of the State of California
SAMUEL K. HAMMOND,
Deputy Attorney General, State Bar No. 141135
Department of Justice
110 West A Street, Suite 1100
Post Office Box 85266
San Diego, California 92186-5266
Telephone: (619) 645-2083

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation NO. 04-92-21007

Against:

STEPHEN PROFFITT, M.D.
P. 0. Box 9828

)
)
)
) STIPULATION IN
)
Fountain Valley,. CA 92728 )

)

)

)

)

)

SETTLEMENT AND DECISION

Physician’s and Surgeon’s
No. A 22252
Respondent.

In the interest of a pfompt and speedy settlement of
this matter, consistent with the public interest and the
regponsibility of the Divisionof medical Quality, Medical Board
of California, Department of Consumer Affairs ("Division") the
partieg submit éhis Stipulation and DecisionltO"the Division for
its approval and adoption as the final disposition  of the
Accusation.

"The parties stipulate the following is true:

1. An Accusation, No. 04-92-21007, is currently -

pending against Stephen Proffitt, M.D. ("résppndent"),-befofe'the

Board. The Accusaticn, together with all‘othér;statutorilyii¥%?--_Jﬁ
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required documents, was duly served on the respondent on or about
May 2, 1996, and respondent filed his Notice of Defense on or
about June 3, 1996. A copy of Accusation No. 04-92-21007 is
attached as Attachment "A" and incorporéted by reference as if
fully set forth.

2. At all times relevant herein, respondent has been
licensed by the Medical Board of California under Physician’s and
Surgeon’s No. A 22252.

3. Respondent is represented by counsel Theodore A.

Cohen, Esq. in this matter. Respondent has fully and completely

discussed with his counsel the effects of this stipulation.
4. Respondent understands the nmature of the charges
alleged in the Accusation and that the charges and allegations
constitute cause for imposing discipline upon his license to
practice. Respondent is fully aware of his right to a hearing on
the charges and allegations contained in said Accusation, his
right to recqnsideration, appeal and all other rights accorded
pursuant to the California Business and Professions Code
(hereinafter "Code") and Government Code and freely and
voluntarily waives such rights.

5. Réspondent admits only that he is guilty of
viclating Code section 2234 as defined by Code gections 2234 (b)
and 2234 (c), in that he failed to properly document the charts of
the patients to indicate complete history and physical findings,
as alleged in paragraphs 5A, 6A, 8A, 9A, 11A, 12A,-14A, 15A, 17A
and 18A of Accusation No. 04-92-21007, and also failed to

completely document the reasons for procedures performed, as:
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alleged in paragraph 5C and SE of Accusatioh No. 04-922-21007.
Respondent agrees that he has thereby subjected his license to
discipline, also agrees to the Division’s imposition of penalty
as set out in the Order below.

6. Admissions made by respondent herein are for
purposes of this proceeding, for any other disciplinary
proceedings by the Division, and for any petition for
relnstatement, reduction of penalty, or application for
relicensure, and shall have no force or effect in any other case
or proceeding.

7. It is understood by respondent that, in deciding
whether to adopt this stipulation, the Division may receive oral
and written communications from its staff and the Attorney
General’s office. Communications pursuant to this paragraph
shall not disqualify the Division or other persons from future
participation in this or any other matter affecting respondent.
In the event this settlement is not adopted by the Division, the
stipulation will not become effective and may not be used for any
purpose, except for ﬁhis paragraph, which shall remain in effect.

8. In consideration of the foregoing admissions and
findings, the pérties agree that the Division may, without
further notice of formal proceeding, issue and enter an Order as

follows:

* ORDER

A. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Physician’s And Surgeon’s.| .-

number A 22252 issued to Stephen Proffitt,'MLD.iis:revoked.

However, the revocation is stayed and respondent is placed on. ~
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probation for five (5) years on the terms and conditions set
forth below. Within 15 days after the effective date of this
decision, respondent shall provide the Division, or its designee,
proof of service that respondent has served a true copy of this
decision on the Chief of Staff or the Chief Executive Officer at
every hospital where privileges or membership are extended to
respondent or where respondent is employed to practice medicine
and on the Chief Executive Officer at every insurance carrier
where malpractice insurance coverage is extended to respondent.

1. EDUCATION COURSE

Within 90 days from the effective date of this
decision, and on an annual basis thereafter, respondent shall
submit to the Division or .its designee for its prior approval an
educational program or course to be designated by the Division,

which shall not be less than 40 hours per year, for each year of

probation. This program shall be in addition to the Continuing

Medical Education requirements for re-licensure. Following the
completion of each course, the Division or its designee may
administer an examination to test respondent’s knowledge of the
course. Respondent shall provide proof of attendance for 65
hours of continﬁing medical education of whiéh‘40 hours were in
satisfaction of this condition and were approved 'in advance by
the Division or its designee.

2. ETHICS COURSE

Within 60 days of the effective ‘date of this decision,
respondent shall enroll in a course in EthiCéMapproved~in advance

by the Division or its designee, and shalIfsﬁccessiully3complete
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the course during the first year of probation.

3. ORAL CLINICAL OR WRITTEN EXAM

Respondent shall take and pass an oral clinical exam on
ENT treatment of children and infants. The clinical exam shall
be administered by the Division, or its designee. This
examination shall be taken within 90 days after the effective
date of this decision. TIf respondent fails the first
examination, respondent shall be allowed to take and
pass a second examination, which may consist of a written as well
as an oral examination. The waiting period between the first and
gsecond examinations shall be at least three months. IE

respondent fails to pass the first and second examinations,

respondent may take a third and final examination after waiting a

period of one year. Failure to pass the oral c¢linical
examination within 18 months after the effective date of this
decision shall constitute a violation of probation. The
respondent shall pay the costs of all examinations.

If respondent fails to pass the first examination,
respondent shall be suspended from the practice of medicine until
a repeat examination has been éuccessfully passed, as evidenced
by written notiﬁe to respondent from the Division or its
designee.

2. MONITORING

Within 20 days of ;he effective date of this decision,; -
respondent shall submit to the Division or its designee for:-its. -
approval a plaﬁ of praétice in whicﬁ respondéhtls;practice;shall”+

be monitored by another physician in respondentis. field of - . "}
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practice, who shall provide periodic reports to the Division or
its designee. If the monitor resigns or is no longer available,
respondent shall, within 15 days, move to have a new monitor
appointed,.through_nomination by respondent and approval by the
Divisicn or its designee.

3. OBEY ALL LAWS

Respondent shall obey all federal, state and local
laws, all rules governing the practice of medicine in California,
and remain in full compliance with any court ordered criminal
probation, payments and other orders.

4. QUARTERLY REPORTS

Respondent shall submit quarterly declarationsg under
penalty of.perjury on forms provided by the Division, stating
whether there has been compliance with all the conditions of
probation.

5. PROBATION SURVEILLANCE PROGRAM COMPLIANCE
Respondent shall comply with the Division’s probation
surveillance program. Respondent shall, at all times, keep the
Division informéd'éf_his or her addfessés of businéss and
residence which shall both serve as addresses of record. Changes
of such addressés shall be immediately communicated in writing to
the Division. Under no circumstances shall-a. pest-_office box
serve as an address of record. Ll -

Respondent shall also immediately inform the Division,
in writing, of any travel to any areas outside the jurisdiction
of California which lasts, or is contemplated to.last, more than

thirty (30) days.
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6. INTERVIEW WITH THE DIVISION, ITS DESIGNEER OR ITS
DESIGNATED PHYSICIAN(S)

Respondent shall appear in person for interviews with
the Division, its designee or its designated physician(s) upon
request at various intervals and with reasonable notice.

7. TOLLING FOR OQOUT-OF-STATE PRACTICE, RESIDENCE OR
IN-STATE NON-PRACTICE

In the event respondent should leave California to
regide or to practice outside the State or for any reason should
respondent stop practicing medicine in California, respondent
shall notify the Division or its designee in writing within ten
days of the dates of departure and return or the dates of non-
practice within California. Non-practice is defined as any
pericd of time exceeding thirty days in‘which regspondent is not
engaging in any activities defined in Sections ZOSl‘and.2052 of
the Business and Professions Code. All time spent in an
intensive training program approved by the Division or its
designee shall be considered as time spent in the practice of
medicine. Periods of temporary or permanent residence or
practice outside California or of non-practice within California,
as defined in this condition, will not apply to the reduction of

the probationary period.

8. COMPLETION OF PROBATION — . wo

ﬁpon successful completion of probétion, respondent’s
certificate shall be fully restored. T i;v;;-?

9. VIOLATION OF PROBATION =

If respondent violates probation ‘in any respect, the :-=

Division, after giving respondent notice and”thejopportunity to
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be heard, may revoke probation and carry out the disciplinary
order that was stayed. If an accusation or petition to revoke
probation is filed against respondent durihg probation, the
Division shall have continuing jurisdiction until the matter is
final, and the period of probation shall be extended until the
matter is final.

10. COST RECOVERY

The respondent is hereby ordered to reimburse the
Division the amount of $7,000 within 90 days from the effective
date of this decision for its investigative and prosecution
costs. Failure to reimburse the Division’s cost of its
investigation apd prosecution shall constitute a violation of the
probation ordexr, unless the Division agrees in writing to payment
by an installment plan because of financial hardship. The filing
of bankruptcy by the respondent shall not relieve the respondent
of his responsibility to reimburse the Division for its
investigative and prosecution costs.

11. PROBATION COSTS

Respondent éhall-pay the costs associated with
probation monitoring each and every year of probation which is
currently set at $2,304.00, but may be adjusted on an annual
basis. Such costs shall be payable to the Division at the
beginning of each calendar year. Failure to pay costs within 30
days of the due date shall constitute a violation of probation.

12. LICENSE SURRENDER

Following the effective date.of.this decision, if

respondent ceases practicing due to retirement, health reasons or
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is otherwise unable to satisfy the terms and conditions of
probation, respondent may voluntarily tender his certificate to
the Board. The Division reserves-the right to evaluate the
respondent’s request and to exercise its discretion whether to
grant the request, or to take any other action deemed appropriate
and reasonable under the circumstances. Upon formal acceptance
of the tendered license, respondent will no longer be subject to
terms and conditions of probation.

13. The.within stipulation shall be subject to the
approval of the Division. If the Division fails to adopt this
stipulation:as its Order, the stipulation shall be of no force-or
effect for either party.

ACCEPTANCE

I have carefully read and fully understand the
stipulation and order set forth above. I have discussed the
terms and conditions set forth in the stipulation and order with
my attorney Theodore A. Cohen, Esqg. I understand that in signing
thig stipulation I am waiving my right to a hearing on the
charges set forth in the Accusation on file in this matter. I
further understand that in signing this stipulation‘thevDivision
may enter the féregoing order placing certain requirements,

restrictions and limitations on my right to practice medicine in

' STEPHEN) PROFFITT, M.D.
Respondent .

the State of California.

mazsn: S \G5F
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ENDORSEMENT

The foregoing Stipulation in Settlement, Decision and

Order 1is hereby respectfully submitted for the consideration of

the Division of Medical Quality of the Medical Board of

California.

/17
/17
/17
/17
/17
/17
/77

17/

/17

DATED: 124

Mﬁ 197 7F

DATED:

DANTEL E. LUNGREN, Attorney General
of the State of California

LS

SAMUEL K. HAMMOND
Deputy Attorney General

Attorneys for Complainant

EODORE A. COHEN
Attorney for Respondent

10.
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DANIEL E. LUNGREN, Attorney General
of the State of California
SAMUEL K. HAMMOND, ,
Deputy Attorney General, State Bar No. 141135
Department of Justice
110 West A Street, Suite 1100
Post Office Box 85266

.San Diego, California 92186-5266

Telephone: (619) 645-2083

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA '

In the Matter of the Accusation NO. 04-92-21007

Against:
STEPHEN D. PROFFITT, M.D. ACCUSATION
P. O. Box 9828

Physician’s and Surgeon’s
Certificate No. A 22252

)

)

)

)

_ )
Fountain Valley, CA 92728 )
)

)

)

Respondent. )

)

Cém@iaiﬁanﬁ Ronald Joseph, who as cause for
disciplinary action, alleges:
PARTIES
1. Complainant is the Executive Director of the
Medical Boardﬁdf Califormia. ("Board") and makes. and files this

accusation solely in his official capacity.:

License Status
2. On or about September 30, 1966, Physician‘s and-

Surgeon’s Certificate No. A 22252 was issued by the Board to

Stephen D. Proffitt, M.D. ("respondent"); and at-all times . .

AR
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relevant herein, said physician’s and surgeon’s certificate was,
and currently is, in full force and effect.

JURISDICTION

3. This Accusation is brought before the Division of
Medical Quality of the Medical Board of California, Department of
Consumer Affairs (hereinafter the "Division"), under the

authority of the following sections of the California Business

'and Profesgions Code ("Code'") :

A. Section 2227 provides that the Division may
revoke, suspend for a period not to exceed one vyear, or
place on probation, the license of any licensee who has been

-~  found guilty under the Medical Practice Act.

B. Section 2234 provides that unprofessional conduct

includes, but is not limited to, the following:
{b) Gross negligence.
(c) Repeated negligent acts.

C. Section 725 of the Code provides in pertinent
part, that repeated acts of clearly excessive use of
diagnostic procedures, or repeated acts of clearly excessive
use of diagnostic or treatment facilities.as determined by
the commuﬁity is unprofessional condﬂct;

D. Section 125.3 of the Code @ro?ides, in part,
that the Board may request the administrative law judge to
direct any licentiate found to have &o@mitted.asviolation'or
viclations of the licensing act, to pay the Board a sum not
Lo exceed the reascnable costs of—théfiﬁvestigation and -

enforcement of the case.
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CAUSES FOR DISCIPLINE

FIRST CAUSE_FOR DISCIPLINE

(Facts pertaining to patiént“Carlos G.)

4. Respondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is subject to
.disciplinary action under sections 2234 (b), 2234 (c) aﬁd 725 of
the Code in his care and treatment of his patient Carlos G. The
circumstances are as follows:

a. On or about July 9, 1991, the parents of this
l4-month-old infant took the patient to‘respondent's
offices. The patient’s pediatrician had referred the

\ patient_to respondent. The patien;’s complaint was pain in
-+ his left ear. Respondent did not generate any offiée notes
or charts for this patient on this visit. Respondent
performed several.audiometric testing including, Medical
Interpretation, Combined Audiometry, Tywpanometry,
Rhinomanometry and Sinus Illumination. There is no
justification for all.these tests. Respondent’'s diagnosis
was rhinitis rhinosinusitis, left tympanic membrane-
perforation and chronic oﬁitis media. Respondent made no’
attempt to treat the patient’s pain with medication.
| 1b. On or about July,lz,-1991; respondent
performed surgery on the patient. The‘éurgery-involved-ﬂ“=-
left myringoplasty, bilateral myringotomy and tubes,
bilateral modified Wigand sinusotomies,iand ligation :of =

the ethmoidal arteries.V - DE -

1. Respondent’s insurance claim forms 1ndlcate he - .= |
performed "ligation, ethmoidal art" on the patient. - However,
these procedures were not mentioned in his operatlve report dated
July 12, 1991. LT
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é. On or about September 24, 1991,
respondent saw this patient again. Respondent did not
generate any office notes or charts for the patient on
this visit. . Respondent diagnosis was "acute drainage
from the right ear." Respondent made no attempt to
treat this problem with medication.

d. On or about September 27, 1991,
respondent performed surgery on the patient. The
surgery involved "exploratory tympanotomy on the right
side with myringoplasty and eustachian cannula." After

"this surgery, the patient made one more visit to
respondent’'s offices. Respondent did not generate any

office notes or charts for this visit.

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Gross Negligence)

5. Respondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is subject to
disciplinary action under section 2234(b) of the Code in his care
and treatment of his patient Carlos G. as follows:.

A. 'Respondent failed to maintain a proper medical

recoxrd of all the visits this patient made to his
offices.

B. Respondent made no effort to treat this 14-
month-old patient with medication before performing the
surgeries.

C. Respondent performed myringoplasty on a 14-

month-old infant on two separate occasions.

ARN
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D. On July 12, 1991, respondent performed a
myringoplasty on the left ear and also performed
"myringotomy with tube" on the same ear.

E. Respondent performed "bilateral modified
Wigand sinusotomies" on a 1l4-month-old infant.

F. Respondent performed 1igétion of the ethmoid
arteries on this 14-month-old patient.

THIRD CATSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Repeated Néqliqent Acts)

6. Respondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is fufther
subject to disciplinary action under section 2234 (c) of the Code
in‘his care and treatment of his patient Carlos G. as follows:

A. Respondent failed to describe the patient’s

history relating to the patient’s problems and also
failed to describe the status_of the patient’s
eardruns.

B. Respondent utilized numerous and unnecessary

diagnostic tests in his treatment of this patientt

C. Respondent performed rhinomanometry on this

l4-month-old patient.

FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Factsg pertaining to patient’Cyﬁthia E.)

7. Re5pondént Stephen Proffitt,_M.D. is furthex
subject to disciplinary action under sections.2234(b),_2234(c) ..
and 725 of the Code in his care and treatment:of his patient
Cynthia E. as follows:
AN
AR
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a. On or about July 23, 1992(_this 9-year-
old patient was referred to respondent by her primary
care physician. The patient’s complaint was ear and
throat infec¢tion. Respondent did not generate any
office notes or charts for this patient on this visit.
Respondent performed several audiometric testing
including, Medical Interpretation, Combined Audiometry,
Tympanometry, Fisbula Test, Acoustic Reflex Testing,
Tinnitus, Eustachian Tube Function Test and Stenger
Testing. There is no justification for all these
tests. Respondent’s diagnosis was rhinitis

4 rhinosinusitis and otitis media.

b. This patient made another visit on or
about July 30, 19Q2.y On this visit respondent
performed nasal studies. Respondent did not generate
any charts or notes for this visit.

FIFTH CAUSE FOR_DISCIPLINE

(Gross Negligence)

8. Respondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further

subject to disciplinary action under section 2234 (b) of the Code

in his care and treatment of his patient Cynthia E. as follows:
A. Respondent failed to maintain a proper
medical record of all the visits this patient made to
his offices. . S -
\\\ | -- o
\\\ | ST

2. Respondent’s insurance claim forms lndlcate he saw
this patient on this date. b
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SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Repeated Negligent Acts)

ondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further
nary action under section 2é34(c) of the Code
atment of his patient Cynthia E. as follows:
ondent failed to describe the patient’s
ng to the patient’s problems and also
ribe the status of the patient’s eardrums
Y-

ondent utilized numerous and unnecessary

ts in his treatment of this patient.

- SEVENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Fact

10. Resp

subject to discipli
and 725 of the Code
Jose D. The circum

a.

"ll-year-old pa
patient’s prim
perforatién of
generate any o
this visit. R
testing includ

- Bars, Medical

Tympanometry,
AR

s pertaining to patient Jose D,)

ondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further
nary action under sections 2234 (b), 2234 (¢)
in his care and treatment of his patient
stances are as follows:.

On or about November 11, 1991, this

tient was referred to respondent by the
ary care-physician. The complaint was
the right eardrum. Respondent did not
ffice notes or charts for this patient on
espondent performed several audiometric
iné, Binocular Micro Examination of the

Interpretation, Combined Audiometry,

Fistula Test, Acoustic Reflex Testing




1 and Tinnitus. |There is no justification for all
2 these tests.
3 b. Respondent’s diagnosis was rhinitis
4 rhinosinusitis, otitis media, adendid tonsillitis with right
5 tympanic membrane perforation. Respondent made no attempt
6 to treat this patient with medication.
7 C. According to the respondent’s insurance
8 billing records, this patient made a follow-up visit on
9 or about December 5, 1991. On this visit respondent
10 performed a Nasal Study and Sinus Illumination. There
11 was no justification for these tests. Respondent did
12 | -~ not generate any records or charts for the patient on
13 this visit.
14 d. On.December 6, 1991, respondent
15 performed surgery on the patient. The surgery involved
16 \ "right tympanotomy with atﬁic myringoplasty",
17 "bilateral Wigand sinusotomies" énd "turbinate
18 reductionﬁ.
19 - o EIGHT CAUSE FOR _DISCIPLINE
20 _ _ (Grose Negligence)
21 11. LRespondent Stephen Proffitt,. M.D. is further
22 | subject to discipiinary action under section 2234 (b) of the Code
23 | in his care and treatment of his patient Jose:D. as follows:
24 || A. Respondent failed to maintdin a proper
25 medical record of all the visits this patient made to
“ 26 his offices. - ce L : _
27 || \\\ Do
8.
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12. Resp

subject to discipli:

in his care and tre

A, Resp

NINTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Repeated Negligent Acts)

ondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further

atment of his patient Jose D. as follows:

ondent failed to describe the patient‘s

history relating to the patient’s problems and also

failed to describe the status of the patient’s eardrums

Oor nasal cavity.

B. Respondent failed to treat the patient with

medication bef
-- C. Resp

diagnostic tes

(Facts

ore performing the surgeries.

ondent utilized numerous and unnecessary

ts in his treatment of this patient.

TENTEH CAUSE FOR DISCTIPLINE

pertaining to patient Roberto D.)

13. Respondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further

subject to disciplinary action under sections 2234 (b), 2234 (c)

and 725 of the Code

Roberto D. The cir
a.

patient first

" did not genera

There is no do

~any physical examination performed. Z: T

ARN

in his care and treatment of his patient

cumstances are as follows:

On or about January 17, 1991, this

consulted with respondent.? Respondent
te any charts or notes on this patient.

cumentation of the patient’s history or

3. Respondent’s insurance billing records indicate he

first saw this pati

ent on this date.

nary action under section 2234 (c) of the Code




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

26

AR

AN\

AR

b. ©
diagnosed the p
epistaxis. .The
this diagnosis.
performed surge
"bilateral Wiga
septal reconstr

c. O
another visit t
generate any c¢h
On this date, 1
including Medic
Combined Audiom
is no justifica
was otitis medi

d.

another visit t

n or about February 22, 1991, respondent
atient with rhinitis rhinosinusitis and
re is no documentation of the basis for
On this same date, respondent

ry on the patient. The surgery involved
nd sinusotomies, turbinate reduction and
uction,

n or about March 7, 1991, the patient made
o respondent’s offices. Respondent did not
arts or notes for the patient on this Visit.
espondent performed a series of tests
al Interpretation, Echo Head and Sinus,
etry, Tinnitus and Impedance Testing. There
tiqn for these tests. Respondent diagnosis
a and acute sinusitis.

On or about May é, 1991, the patient made

o respondent’s offices. Respondent did not

generate any charts or Notes for the patient on this visit.

On this visit 1
includingﬁMedic
Fistula Tést, a
Test and Tinnit

tests.

espondent performed a series of tests
al Interpretation, Echo Head and. Neck,
ombined Audiometry, Tympanometry, Tone Decay

us. There is no justification for all these

Respondent diagnosis was combined sensorineural

hearing loss and sinusitis.
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ELEVEN CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Groas neqgligence)

14. Respondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further
subject to disciplinary action under section 2234 (b) of the Code
in his care and treatment of his patient Roberto D. as follows:

A. Respondent failed to maintain a proper medical

record of all the visits_tﬁis patient made to his offices.

B. Respondent made no effort to treat this patient

with medication before performing the surgeries on the
patient.

TWELFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

L . (Repeated Negligent Acts)

15. Respondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further
subject to disciplinary action under section 2234 (c) of the Code

in his care and treatment of his patient Roberto D. as follows:

A. Respondent failed to describe the patient’s

history relating to the patient’s problems or any

physical examination performed.

'B.  Respondent utilized numerous and unnecessary

diagnostic tests in his treatment of this patient.

THIRTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Facts pertaining to patient Marisela U.)

16. Respondent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further

subject to disciplinary action under sections 2234 (b), 2234 (c)

and 725 of the Code|in his care and treatment of. his patient

Marisela U. The circumstances are as follows: ..

AR

11.
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a. 9

respondent’s of

generate any no

performed sever

Echo Soft Tissg
\

n or about May 4, 1992, this patient went to

fice for ear testing. Respondent did not

tes or charts for this patient. Respondent

al tests including medical interpretation,

e-Head & Neck, Combined Audiometry,

Tympanometry, Acoustic Reflex Testing, Tinnitus and Stenger

Testing. There

is no justification for all these testg.

FOURTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

17. Respo
subject to disciplin
in‘his care and trea

A, Respc

medical record

offices.

(Gross negligence)

ndent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further

ary action under section 2234 (b) of the Code
tﬁent of his patient Marisela U. as follows:
ndent failed to maintain a proper

of the visit thig patient made to his

FIFTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Repeated Nealigent Acts)

18. Respo
subject to disciplin
in his care and tred
A. ;Respo

history relatin
physical examin

B. Resp
diagnostic test

A\
\\\

ndent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further
ary-actioﬁ under section 2234 (c) of the Code
tment of his patient Marisela U. as follows: .
ndent failed to describe the patient’s

g to the patient’s problems or any

ation performed.

ondent utilized numerous and unnecessary

s in his treatment of this patient.
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ST

XTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Repeated acts of

clearly excessive use of diagnostic tests.)

19. Respc
subject to disciplin

conduct under sectic

ndent Stephen Proffitt, M.D. is further
lary action on the ground of unprofessional

n 2234 of the Code as defined in section 725

of the Code in as follows:

A Paragraphs 4 (a)-4(4d), 7(5)—7(b), 10(a)-10(4),

13(a)~13(d), 16(a), above, are incorporated by

reference and realleged as if fully set forth.

WHEREFCRE,

PRAYER

complainant requests that the Division hold

a-Hearing on the matters alleged herein, and that following said

hearing, the Division issue a decision:

1. Revoking or suspending Physician’s and Surgeon’'s

Certificate No. A 22252, heretofore issued to

respondent Stephen D. Proffitt, M.D.;

2. Directing respondent Stephen D. Proffitt, M.D. to

pay to the Board a reasonable sum for its-

investigative and enforcement costs of this

~action; and

N\
AN

AN

A
A\
ARN
AN\
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3. Taking such other and further action as the

Division deems appropriate to protect the public

health, safety and.Welfare.

DATED: _

MAY 2, 1996

03573160-5D26AD0O040
,‘:

SKH:pll

YA

Ronald Joseph

Executive Director

Medical Board of California
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California

Complainant

i e sk s T
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